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In February 2015, the Chinese Supreme People’sCourt promulgate the Interpretation 
of the Supreme People's Court on the Application of the Civil Procedure Law of the 
People's Republic of China (“Interpretation of the CPL” hereafter) stipulates that the 
opinions of expert assistant shall be deemed as the statement of the parties. While 
such status of the character of expert assistant’s opinion meets the demand of the 
Judge to review as such, the wrong way of the judge seeing expert assistant’s opinion 
could be enhanced. In addition, the standard of the review and the cross-examination 
procedure could also be in the logical confusion.   
 
This paper, through analyzing conception, combined with the case study and the 
Bayes formula, reveals the difference between expert assistant opinion and the 
evidence in the aspects of basic nature, cognizing process and the subject of 
illustration. Furthermore, this paper also compares the institution of expert assistant 
with such of expert evidence and the identification expert, finding that such three 
system differ from each other in the respect of system function and foundation. As the 
result, considering the rules of Chinese law, it is not necessary to regard the opinion 
of expert assistant as the evident, instead, such opinion shall be treated as the 
statement of the litigation representative. Given that, this paper present some 
suggestion, such as coming out the standard of opinion review guideline, promoting 
the science quality of the judges and found the self-regulation of expert assistants. 
This paper is divided into 5 chapters, among which the 2nd and 3rd chapters is the 
highlight: 
 
The Chapter 1 introduce the conception of expert assistant’s opinion and the value of 
the research of the nature of such opinion. At the first, the author makes a definition 
of expert assistant opinion with the per genus et differentiam, and then explain the 
blurring position will lead to the confusion of recognition and the unclear of the 
review standard. 
 
The Chapter 2 is one of the highlights. Through the comparison of the concept 















expert assistant and the ordinary evidence. And then, using the cases and the methods 
of Bayes formula to explain the reason for such difference. 
 
The Chapter 3 is one of the highlights. At the beginning, this Chapter describes the 
differences between the identification expert, expert witness and expert assistant, 
addressing the gap in the respect of the function and the foundation between these 
three institutions, as a result of which, even though they look similar, we shall not, 
systematically, treat them in a same way. 
 
The Chapter 4 is back to Chinese law system, introducing the history and the current 
rules of expert assistant, interpreting the misunderstanding of the Interpretation of the 
CPL. 
 
The Chapter 5, on the base of foresaid reason, brings out some improving suggestion, 
including the reposition of the status, the construction of the reviewing standard, and 
assurance of reliability of expert assistant’s opinion.  
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